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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 27 June 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 
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Application Papers 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

The phrase "the invention" should be avoided in the abstract. Please make the 
appropriate corrections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Brotz 
(US 5584859). 

Regarding Claim 1, Brotz teaches a wound closure device for connecting tissue 
(10) comprising: first (14) and second (15) straps, each including a ventral surface 
having at least one barb (16), the straps being adjustably connectable to one another 
(20), whereby the straps form a wound closure (Column 1, proximate lines 10-15). 
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Regarding Claim 2, Brotz teaches the device of claim 1 , wherein the barbs of the 
first strap and the second strap are placed in the fascia of the wound (30, 32). 

Regarding Claim 3, Brotz teaches the device of claim 1 , wherein the first strap 
and second strap are made of resorbable material (Column 2, proximate lines 32-35). 

Regarding Claim 4, Brotz teaches the device of claim 1 , wherein the device is 
placed in the wound by the use of a trochar (Column 2, proximate lines 26-32). It is 
noted that in the present case, the device itself is a trochar. 

Regarding Claim 5, Brotz teaches the device of claim 1, wherein the ventral 
surface of each strap (Column 2, proximate lines 40-47) includes a plurality of barbs 
(Column 2, proximate lines 10-14). 

Regarding Claim 6, Brotz teaches a wound closure device for connecting tissue 
(10) comprising: 

a. a first flexible strap (14) having a proximal end (46) and a distal end, and a ventral 
surface and a dorsal surface. It is noted that any strap inherently comprises a proximal 
and distal end, and a ventral and dorsal surface; and 

b. a second flexible strap (15) having a proximal end (48) and a distal end, and a ventral 
surface and a dorsal surface, wherein the proximal end terminates in a connector (12) 
designed and configured to adjustably connect (Column 4, proximate lines 60-68, 
Column 5, proximate lines 1-16) to the proximal end of the first strap (46), wherein the 
first strap and the second strap have at least one barb (16) on the ventral surface for 
engaging the tissue; whereby the straps form a wound closure (Column 1 , proximate 
lines 10-15). 
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Regarding Claim 7, Brotz teaches the device of claim 6, wherein the first strap 
(14) and the second strap (15) are placed in the fascia (30, 32) of the wound. 

Regarding Claim 8, Brotz teaches the device of claim 6, wherein the device is 
made of resorbable material (Column 2, proximate lines 32-35). 

Regarding Claim 9, Brotz teaches the device of claim 6, wherein a plurality of 
barbs is present on the ventral surface (Column 2, proximate lines 40-47) of the first and 
second straps (Column 2, proximate lines 10-14). 

Regarding Claim 10, Brotz teaches a wound closure device for connecting tissue 
comprising: 

first (14) and second (15) straps, each strap including 

a. a ventral surface having at least one barb (16); and 

b. a proximal (46,48) and distal end; 
wherein 

a. the distal end of each strap is placed in tissue surrounding the wound (30, 32) and 

b. the proximal end of each first strap is designed and configured to be adjustably 
connected to the proximal end of each second strap (Column 4, proximate lines 60-68, 
Column 5, proximate lines 1-16); 

whereby the straps form a wound closure (Column 1, proximate lines 10-15). 

Regarding Claim 1 1 , Brotz teaches the device of claim 10, wherein the barbs 

# 

(16) of the first strap and the second strap are placed in the fascia (30, 32) of the 
wound. 
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Regarding Claim 12, Brotz teaches the device of claim 10, wherein the device is 
made of resorbable material (Column 2, proximate lines 32-35). 

Regarding Claim 13, Brotz teaches the device of claim 10, wherein the device is 
placed in the wound by the use of a trochar (Column 2, proximate lines 26-32). It is 
noted that in the present case, the device itself is a trochar. 

Regarding Claim 14, Brotz teaches the device of claim 10, wherein the first and 
second strap each has a plurality of barbs (Column 2, proximate lines 10-14) on its 
ventral surface (Column 2, proximate lines 40-47). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brotz in view of Sutherland et al. (US 4730615). 

Brotz teaches all aspects of preceding claim 10 as described previously, but fails 
to disclose the device wherein the proximal end of the first strap comprises a male end 
and the proximal end the second strap comprises a female end comprising a buckle. 
Sutherland teaches a sutureless wound closure device wherein one end comprises a 
male end (18) and another end comprises a female end comprising a buckle (12) for 
securely closing the wound such that the spine portion (14) once engaged is prevented 
from backward movement. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the device of Brotz with the male end and 
buckle female end as taught by Sutherland in order to securely close the wound and 
prevent backward movement. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Natalie Pous whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6140. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00am-5:30pm, off 
every 2nd Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anhtuan Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-4963. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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